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that the-article had been;shipped.from Cordowa, -Alaska,; by the .Cordova Pack-
ing.Co., into the State of “Washington,: &rriving at:Seattle, "W ash;, on‘or about
July 24, 1980, and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the
food' and drugs ‘act. ~The’ cases ¢containing the articlewere “1abeled "in’ part:
“Col. River® == oo v et e N R

- It'was alléged in-the libels that the article wag adulterdted-in that: it con-
sisted in whole or in part of a decomposed animal substance. R -

“Mishranding was ‘alleged for the Teason that the designsdtion on''the cases,
“Col.‘River,” wasg false ‘and misleading and deceived and ‘misled the purchaser
when applied to ‘salmon packed in Alaska. - - © Sl Lok C

“"On June 2 and September 25, 1931, no claimant having appeared for the prop-
erty, judgments-:of condemnation ‘and forfeiture were entered, ‘and it -was
ordered by the court- that the product be destroyed by the United States
marshal. - ' o e A RS

ArRTHUR M. HYDE, Secretary of Agriculture.

18842. Adulteration of canned blackberries. TU. S. v.. 1,095 .Cases, et al., of
oL .Canned Blackberries. Default decrees of condemnation, forfei-
ture, and destruction. (F. & D. Nos. 26136, 26137, 26138. 1I1..S. Nos.
' 12240, 21772, 21812, 8. No. 4341.)" _ : R
_Samples of canned blackberries from the shipments herein described having
been found ‘to"be decomposed, the ‘Secrétary of Agriculture reported the matter
to the United States attorney for the District of Colorado. o
On March'-30. and March 31, 1931, the United States ‘attorney filed in the
District ‘Cqurt “of the Unitéd States for the district aforesaid libels praying
“seizure &nd condemnation of 1,635 cases of canned blackberries, remaining in
the original unbroken packages at Denver, Colo., consigned 'by C. D. Minton
{Inc.), "Forest ‘Grove, Oreg., alleging that the’ article had ‘been shipped from
Forest Grove, Oreg., in ‘part on or about ‘September 4, 1930, and in "part on
or. about December -30, 1930,:and ‘had been transported from the State of
‘Oregon into the State of Colorado, and charging adulteration in violation of
the “food and -drugs act. 'The article was labeled in part:’ (Can) *“Minton’s
Blackberries.  Packed by €. D. Minton, Inc., Forest Grove, Oregon.”
. .It was alleged in the. libelg that the article was adulterated in that it con-
sisted , ip. whol€_ or in ‘part’ of a filthy, decomposed, and putrid vegetable
substance. 7 Ly L o
On September 15, 1931, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ments of condemnation -and forfeiture were entered, and it was ordered by the

court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal. o
o - 'ArRTHUR ‘M. HYDB, Secretary of Agricultwre.

18843. Adulteration and misbranding of meat meal. U. S. v. Mutual Ren-
-~ dering Co. (Inc.). Plea of guilty. Fine, $250. (F. & D, No. 25727,
1. 8. No. 028312.) . ' S R
Samples of meat meal having been found to contain less protein than declared
on the label, the Secretdry of Agriculture reported the matter to the United
States attorney for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania. ‘
- On June 1,71931, the United States attorney filed in the District Court of the
United States for' the district aforesaid an information against the Mutual
Rendering Co. (Inc.), a corporation, trading at Philadelphia, Pa., alleging ship-
ment by said company, in violation of the food and drugs act, on or about April
1, 1930, from the State of Pennsylvania into the State of New Jersey, of a
quantity of meat meal which was adulterated and misbranded. The articlé was
labeled in part: “ 100 Lbs. 55% Mureco Meat Meal Guaranteed Analysis Protein
Min. 55% * * * Manufactured by Mutual Rendering Co., Philadelphia, Pa.”
It was alleged in the information that the article was adulterated.in that a
substance, meat meal containing less than 55 per cent of protéin, had beéen
substituted for meat meal containing not less than 55 per cent of protein, which
the said article purported to be. : ' :
Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statements, to wit, “55%
Mureco Meat Meal, Guaranteed Analysis Protein Min. 55%,” borne on the bags
containing :the article, were false and misleading in that the said statements
represented that the article contained not less than 55 per cent of protein ; and
for the further reason that it was labeled as aforesaid so-as to deceive and
mislead the purchaser into the belief that it contained not less than 55 per cent
of protein, whereas it eontained less than 55 per cent of protein. = - T
On September 29, 1931, a plea of guilty to the information was entered on
behalf of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $250.

ArTHUR M. HYDE, Secretary of Agrioulture.



